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has been interpreted as a collective transgression producing
serious consequences among the generals and officers who
participated in those acts, and occasioning sorrow and regret
among the ranks of the military.
"All this, most excellent sir, apparently makes manifest
either the insufficient information which may possibly be
reaching you in this respect, or the ignorance which those
elements of the military who are collaborating with you may
have with respect to the intimate moral problems of the
army. I should not want this letter to detract from the good
names of those who inform you and advise you in the
military field, for they may sin through ignorance; but I do
feel that I can say, with the responsibility of my position
and the seriousness of my vocation, that the decrees so far
published show obviously that the information which
prompted their promulgation is contrary to reality and at
times contrary to the interests of the nation, presenting the
army to you in a vicious light far removed from reality.
uThose who have been recently removed from their com-
mands and thus thwarted in their careers, are for the most
part generals of brilliant record and highly respected in the
army. These, as well as others of great trustworthiness and
distinction, have been replaced by men who are considered
by fully ninety per cent, of their comrades-in-arms to be of
inferior qualifications. Those who approach our present insti-
tutions to flatter them and to demand the reward for their
collaboration with them are not necessarily more loyal to
them, for those same men distinguished themselves in
former years under the Dictatorship and under the Mon-
archy. Those who paint the army as hostile to the Republic
are not telling the truth; those who are accusing the army
of conspiracies in their turbid passions are deceiving you;
those who are misrepresenting the uneasiness, the dignity,
and the patriotism of the army, making it appear as the